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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

Introduction and Background 

This document is an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) prepared by the City of Beverly Hills 
(City) to evaluate potential environmental effects of the proposed Westside Purple Line 
Wilshire/Rodeo Station North Portal Project. This section summarizes the characteristics of the 
Project, the Project Alternatives, and the associated environmental impacts and mitigation 
measures.  

This EIR has been prepared in conformance with the California Environmental Quality Act of 
1970 (CEQA) statutes (California Public Resources. Code Section 2100 et. seq., as amended) 
and its implementing guidelines (California Code of Regulations, Title 14, Section 15000). The 
City is identified as the lead agency for the Project under CEQA.  

For EIR analysis purposes, the Project (Beverly Drive) consists of a half portal entrance/exit to 
the Wilshire/Rodeo Station on the west side of Beverly Drive, north of Wilshire Boulevard. Two 
Project Alternatives are being considered for the North Portal: the Cañon Drive-Half Portal 
Alternative consisting of a half portal on the west side of Cañon Drive north of Wilshire 
Boulevard; and the Cañon Drive Staging Yard Alternative consisting of a half portal in Metroôs 
existing construction staging yard along Wilshire Boulevard at the northwest corner of Wilshire 
Boulevard and the alley (adjacent to Crescent Drive) between Cañon Drive and Crescent Drive. 
The EIR analyzes the Project (Beverly Drive), Cañon Drive-Half Portal Alternative, and the 
Cañon Drive Staging Yard Alternative, collectively referred to as the Project and Project 
Alternatives, at a similar level of detail. 

Purple Line Extension Project Background 

The Purple Line Extension will extend the existing Purple Line subway (also known as the Metro 
D Line) from its current terminus at Wilshire/Western to a proposed new station in Westwood. 
The Purple Line Extension Project has also formally been referred to as the Westside Subway 
Extension Project in previous documents.  

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and Los Angeles County Metropolitan Transportation 
Authority (Metro) prepared the Draft Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact 
Report (EIS/EIR) for the Westside Subway Extension Project in 2010 pursuant to the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and CEQA (FTA & Metro, 2010). During the Draft EIS/EIR 
phase, Metro engaged with the community and relevant stakeholders via a series of Station 
Information Meetings held between October and November 2009, to solicit input from the public 
regarding potential station entrance locations at the Wilshire/Rodeo Station. In February 2012, a 
Station Entrance Location Report and Recommendations was prepared by Metro to support the 
Westside Subway Extension Project Final EIS/EIR, to identify preferred station locations and 
entrance alternatives for the subway project, as well as to provide a rationale for screening 
options down to a single entrance for inclusion within the Final EIS/EIR (Metro, 2012). 

Upon the completion of the screening, a single entrance for the Wilshire/Rodeo Station was 
recommended for inclusion in the Final EIS/EIR (Metro, 2012). The three station entrance 
alternatives considered in the Station Entrance Location Report and Recommendations 
document included: The Union Bank Building site at Wilshire Boulevard and El Camino Drive; 
the Ace Gallery site at the southwest corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Reeves Drive; and the 
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Bank of America site at the northwest corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Beverly Drive (Metro, 
2012). The Ace Gallery site was selected by Metro as the preferred primary station entrance for 
the Wilshire/Rodeo Station. This site had been previously identified for demolition, with the land 
to be used as a construction and staging site for the Purple Line Extension project. Following 
construction of the subway, the repurposing of this residual land for a station entrance portal 
was found to reduce the need for any additional property acquisitions or demolition of existing 
occupied buildings at this site. Metro also determined that this location would result in fewer 
impacts to any potentially historic buildings, businesses, parking, and traffic, and would be 
consistent with the public preferred option (Metro, 2012).  

Following the selection of a preferred station entrance location, Metro  recommended that future 
consideration to provide secondary station access on the north side of Wilshire Boulevard 
should be undertaken. This would provide passenger connectivity to Rodeo Drive and the 
Business Triangle, as well as address additional public suggestions. It was concluded that 
knock-out panels would be provided near the southwest and northwest corners of the Wilshire 
Boulevard and Beverly Drive intersection to support this recommendation (Metro, 2012). 

Section 1 of the Purple Line Extension project is currently under construction and is expected to 
begin operations in 2023. Section 1 includes three new stations (Wilshire/La Brea, Wilshire/ 
Fairfax, and Wilshire/La Cienega). The Metro Board of Directors approved Sections 2 and 3 of 
the Purple Line Extension Project in May 2012. Section 2 of the Purple Line Extension project is 
also currently under construction and is expected to begin operations in 2025. Section 2 
includes two new stations at Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City/Constellation. Section 3 of the 
Purple Line Extension Project is currently in pre-construction and is anticipated to open for 
operations in 2026. Section 3 includes two new stations (Wilshire/Westwood and Wilshire/VA 
Hospital).  

In November 2017, the FTA issued a Supplemental EIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation pursuant to 
NEPA for Section 2 of the Purple Line Extension project, including a Supplemental Record of 
Decision (FTA & Metro, 2017). The Supplemental EIS stated that the Wilshire/Rodeo Station will 
be designed with a knockout panel, allowing for the development of a future station entrance on 
the north side of Wilshire Boulevard.  

Wilshire/Rodeo Station North Portal Project Background 

In 2018 in response to stakeholder requests, the City approached Metro to provide a North 
Portal entrance/exit for the Wilshire/Rodeo Station on the north side of Wilshire Boulevard. 
Through the provision of the North Portal, the City seeks to provide enhanced passenger 
access to the Beverly Hills Business Triangle and minimize pedestrian crossings on Wilshire 
Boulevard, which is a prime local and regional destination and a key hub for tourism, shopping, 
and dining experiences bounded by North Santa Monica Boulevard to the north, Wilshire 
Boulevard to the south, and Crescent Drive to the east. North of Wilshire Boulevard in the 
station area is also a major employment center and the City is seeking to support commuting 
workers in this area through the provision of a more convenient station entrance/exit that will 
minimize the need for pedestrians to cross Wilshire Boulevard to improve pedestrian access, 
reduce the risks of automobile/pedestrian conflicts, and avoid traffic congestion.  

Three potential station entrance/exit locations have been identified on the north side of Wilshire 
Boulevard. For EIR analysis purposes, the ñProjectò (Beverly Drive) consists of a half portal 
entrance/exit on the west side of Beverly Drive, north of Wilshire Boulevard. Two alternative 
locations for a half portal are being analyzed as Project Alternatives, one located on the west 
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side of Cañon Drive north of Wilshire Boulevard, and the second located on the construction 
staging yard established for the Section 2 project located along Wilshire Boulevard at the 
northwest corner of Wilshire Boulevard and the alley (adjacent to Crescent Drive) between 
Cañon Drive and Crescent Drive.  

Project Location and Setting 

The Project and Project Alternatives are located within the City of Beverly Hills, north of and 
adjacent to the existing footprint of the Wilshire/Rodeo Station, which is part of Section 2 of the 
Purple Line Extension project. The Wilshire/Rodeo Station is currently under construction and 
will be located immediately beneath Wilshire Boulevard, extending from approximately Beverly 
Drive to the alley (adjacent to Crescent Drive) between Cañon and Crescent Drives (Figure 
ES-1). Additionally, the station that is under construction will include one entry/exit located on 
the southwest corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Reeves Drive. Figure ES-1 also shows the 
locations of the Project, as well as the Project Alternatives, other than the No Project 
Alternative, being considered, as listed below: 

¶ The Project: A half portal located on the west side of North Beverly Drive, within the 
existing right-of-way (ROW), north of Wilshire Boulevard. 

¶ Cañon Drive-Half Portal Alternative: Located on the west side of North Cañon Drive, 
within the existing ROW, north of Wilshire Boulevard. 

¶ Cañon Drive Staging Yard Alternative: Located in the construction staging yard 
established for construction of the Wilshire/Rodeo Station located along Wilshire 
Boulevard at the northwest corner of Wilshire Boulevard and the alley (adjacent to 
Crescent Drive) between Cañon Drive and Crescent Drive. 

The Project area is bound by North Beverly Drive to the west, the alley adjacent to North 
Crescent Drive to the east, Clifton Way to the north and Wilshire Boulevard to the south, which 
is predominantly flat, with a slight incline gradient when traveling in a northerly direction. 
Generally, the Project and Project Alternatives sites are located in an area that is characterized 
as a developed commercial area. Buildings surrounding the sites are typically multi-story and 
used predominately for business/commercial and/or residential purposes. The area is a prime 
local and regional shopping destination and key hub for tourists and others to visit the City and 
experience the shopping and dining located in the Business Triangle north of Wilshire 
Boulevard. The streets in the Project area are generally landscaped, mostly with potted flowers 
and greenery, established street trees, and/or palm trees. The northwest corner of the 
intersection of Wilshire Boulevard and North Beverly Drive contains a public art installation. The 
area north of Wilshire Boulevard also supports a number of businesses and their employees 
and is considered a significant employment area within the City.  
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Figure ES-1 Westside Purple Line Wilshire/Rodeo Station  
North Portal Project and Alternatives 

Project Objectives 

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15124, the primary objectives of the Project and 
Project Alternatives are to: 

¶ Provide direct access from the north side of Wilshire Boulevard to the Wilshire/Rodeo 
Purple Line Station. 

¶ Provide direct pedestrian access to jobs, retail, and amenities in the Cityôs business 
triangle 

¶ Improve pedestrian and avoid significant degradation of vehicular flow in the vicinity of 
the Wilshire/Rodeo Purple Line Stations 

¶ Minimize pedestrian street crossings on Wilshire Boulevard  

Project Alternatives 

The EIR analyzes the Project (Beverly Drive) and two Project Alternatives: the Cañon Drive-Half 
Portal Alternative and the Cañon Drive Staging Yard Alternative. These are collectively referred 
to as the Project and Project Alternatives. In addition, the No Project Alternative is analyzed as 
required under CEQA. 
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No Project Alternative 

Under the No Project Alternative, an entrance/exit to the Wilshire/Rodeo Station on the north 
side of Wilshire Boulevard would not be constructed. Construction of the previously approved 
Purple Line Extension Project would still occur, and a knockout panel on the north side of 
Wilshire Boulevard that was included in the design of the Wilshire/Rodeo Station would be 
completed by Metro. In addition, planned municipal projects as shown in Table 2-1 List of 
Related Projects) in Chapter 2 Project Description, would still be developed in the area. The 
only means of ingress and egress to the Wilshire/Rodeo Station would be at the currently 
proposed portal on the south side of Wilshire Boulevard at Reeves Drive. 

The Project (Beverly Drive) 

The Project would comprise a station portal entrance/exit within the existing ROW on the west 
side of North Beverly Drive, north of Wilshire Boulevard. The footprint of this alternative would 
be approximately 9,200 square feet and would extend from its connection to the Wilshire/Rodeo 
Station at Wilshire Boulevard to approximately 165 feet north along North Beverly Drive.  

Three levels would be provided at the new entrance/exit. The street level would comprise the 
new station portal entrance/exit, including two elevators, one stairway, and one ñupò escalator. A 
covered canopy would also be located above the portal on the street level, which would be 
enclosed by a translucent glass exterior. The portal would be 12 feet tall on the street level. The 
adjacent sidewalk would be extended. The Project would impact a total of five existing street 
trees. Four trees located on the west side of Beverly Drive would require relocation within the 
site, and one tree would be permanently removed and potentially relocated elsewhere in the 
area as feasible. Other new landscaping may be provided with the Project. Three on-street 
parking spaces would be permanently removed along the west side of Beverly Drive, and six 
on-street parking spaces would be removed along the east side of Beverly Drive. The Project 
would require removal of the majority of the southbound right-turn pocket on the west side of 
Beverly Drive, just north of Wilshire Boulevard. The proposed configuration of the Project would 
consist of one through lane and one shared through-right-turn lane on the southbound Beverly 
Drive approach. Therefore, two southbound travel lanes would be maintained, as well as two 
northbound travel lanes.  

The intermediate stairway landing level would consist of a landing area serving as a transition 
between stairways. The walkway or concourse level would consist of an open area with 
adequate space for passengers to ingress and egress from the stairway, escalator, and 
elevators. The open area would also include a Metro ticket purchasing area followed by a 
passageway or walkway leading to the fare and turnstile gates and then to the Wilshire/Rodeo 
Station walkway previously analyzed in the Purple Line Extension EIS/EIR. Other minor 
supporting elements or ancillary facilities would also be provided as needed. 

Cañon Drive-Half Portal Alternative 

The Cañon Drive-Half Portal Alternative would comprise a station portal entrance/exit within the 
existing ROW on the west side of Cañon Drive, north of Wilshire Boulevard. The footprint of this 
alternative would be approximately 8,100 square feet and would extend from its connection with 
the Wilshire/Rodeo Station at Wilshire Boulevard to approximately 195 feet north along North 
Cañon Drive.  

Similar to the Project, the Cañon Drive-Half Portal Alternative would include three levels. The 
street level would comprise the north portal entrance/exit, including two elevators, one stairway, 
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and one ñupò escalator. A covered canopy would also be located above the portal on the street 
level, which would be enclosed by a translucent glass exterior. The portal would be 12 feet tall 
on the street level. The adjacent sidewalk would not be extended with this alternative. Five trees 
located on the west side of Cañon Drive would be permanently removed, and potentially 
relocated elsewhere in the area as feasible. Three on-street parking spaces would be 
permanently removed along the west side of Cañon Drive, and eight on-street parking spaces 
would be permanently removed along the east side of Cañon Drive. No traffic lanes would 
require permanent removal. Therefore, the two southbound right-turn and left-turn travel lanes 
would be maintained, as well as two northbound travel lanes.  

The intermediate stairway landing would consist of a landing area serving as a transition 
between stairways. The walkway or concourse level would consist of an open area with 
adequate space for passengers to ingress and egress from the stairway, escalator, and 
elevators. The open area would also include a Metro ticket purchasing area followed by a 
passageway or walkway leading to the fare and turnstile gates and then to the Wilshire/Rodeo 
Station walkway previously analyzed in the Purple Line Extension EIS/EIR. Other minor 
supporting elements or ancillary facilities would also be provided as needed. 

Cañon Drive Staging Yard Alternative 

The Cañon Drive Staging Yard Alternative would comprise a station portal entrance/exit in the 
existing Cañon Drive construction staging yard established for the Section 2 Purple Line 
Extension project and the public sidewalk, on the northeast corner of Cañon Drive and Wilshire 
Boulevard. The footprint of this alternative would be approximately 3,800 square feet.  

Similar to the Project and the Cañon Drive-Half Portal Alternative, the Cañon Drive Staging Yard 
Alternative would include three levels: the street level, intermediate stairway landing level, and 
concourse level.  

The Cañon Drive Staging Yard Alternative street level would comprise the new station portal 
entrance/exit, including two elevators, one stairway, and one ñupò escalator. Unlike the Project 
and the Cañon Drive-Half Portal Alternative, public restrooms (two separate stalls/rooms) would 
be provided on the street level with this alternative. Additionally, this alternative could have a 
second escalator if a small below-ground portion of the adjacent parcel to the west (Assessor 
Parcel Number 4343-005-004) were utilized. This would result in additional land needing to be 
acquired by the City. Adding a second escalator would require approximately 900 square feet of 
this parcel, with all of it below-ground, therefore, not increasing the surface square footage of 
this alternative. A covered canopy would also be located above the portal on the street level, 
which would be enclosed by a translucent glass exterior. The portal would be 12 feet tall on the 
street level. The adjacent sidewalk would not be extended with this alternative and no 
permanent traffic lane closures would be required. In addition, removal of on-street parking 
spaces or street trees would not be required with this alternative. The Cañon Drive Staging Yard 
Alternative would include an approximately 52-foot-tall ventilation shaft at the southeastern 
corner of the site. This tunnel ventilation shaft is required by Metro to be at least 40 feet from 
openings such as station entrances or portals. Due to the limited space available on the site this 
cannot be achieved by separating the shaft opening horizontally. Instead the opening is raised, 
resulting in a vertical shaft structure that extends 40 feet above the portal, which would be 12 
feet tall, in order to satisfy the Metro requirement.  

The intermediate stairway landing level would consist of a landing area serving as a transition 
between stairways. The walkway or concourse level would consist of an open area with 
adequate space for passengers to enter and exit from the stairway, escalator, and elevators. 
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The open area would also include a Metro ticket purchasing area followed by a passageway or 
walkway leading to the fare and turnstile gates and then to the Wilshire/Rodeo Station walkway 
previously analyzed in the Purple Line Extension EIS/EIR. Other minor supporting elements or 
ancillary facilities would also be provided as needed, including public restrooms. 

Areas of Controversy and Issues Raised by the Public and Agencies 

The City distributed a Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the EIR for a 32-day agency and public 
review period starting on September 5, 2019 and ending on October 7, 2019. In addition, the 
City held an EIR Scoping Meeting on September 19, 2019, at Beverly Hills City Hall at 455 
North Rexford Drive. The meeting, held from 6:00 pm to 8:00 pm, provided information about 
the Project and Project Alternatives to members of public agencies, interested stakeholders, 
and residents/community members, and obtained comments on potential environmental issues 
that should be addressed in the EIR. Approximately 45 people attended the meeting, including 
Beverly Hills residents, local business owners, City officials, and project representatives among 
the attendees. The City received letters from four public agencies in response to the NOP 
during the public review period, as well as various written public comment letters and verbal 
comments during the EIR Scoping Meeting.  

The NOP is presented in Appendix A of this EIR. In addition, the Project Scoping Report also 
presented in Appendix A of this EIR provides the agency and public comments received during 
the public review period related to design and environmental topics. Table 1-1 summarizes the 
environmental-related comments received and where these issues are addressed in the EIR. 

Summary of Environmental Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

Table ES-2 (Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures, and Residual Impacts) 
summarizes the environmental impacts of the proposed project, proposed mitigation measures, 
and residual impacts (the impact after application of mitigation, if required). Impacts are 
categorized as follows:  

Significant and Unavoidable: An impact that cannot be reduced to below the threshold level 
given reasonably available and feasible mitigation measures. Such an impact requires a 
Statement of Overriding Considerations to be issued if the project is approved per Section 
15093 of the CEQA Guidelines.  

Less than Significant with Mitigation Incorporated: An impact that can be reduced to below 
the threshold level given reasonably available and feasible mitigation measures. Such an impact 
requires findings under Section 15091 of the CEQA Guidelines.  

Less than Significant: An impact that may be adverse but does not exceed the threshold 
levels and does not require mitigation measures. However, mitigation measures that could 
further lessen the environmental effect may be suggested if readily available and easily 
achievable.  

No Impact: The proposed project would have no effect on environmental conditions or would 
reduce existing environmental problems or hazards.  
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Table ES-1 Issues Raised by the Public and Agencies 

Commenter Environmental Comment/Request 
Where Comment Was 

Addressed 

Agency Comments 

State of California, 
Native American 
Heritage Commission 

Stated that the Project would be subject to 
compliance with Assembly Bills 52 and 18, and 
recommended consultation with California Native 
American tribes. In addition, recommendations were 
provided for the preparation of cultural resources 
assessments. 

Section 3.3, 
Cultural/Tribal Resources 

State of California, 
Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans) 

Stated that the Project would not likely result in a 
direct adverse impact to existing State 
transportation facilities. Discussed possible design 
strategies for pedestrian and bicyclist safety. Also, 
stated that a Caltrans transportation permit would 
be required for the transportation of heavy 
construction equipment and/or use of oversized-
transport vehicles. 

Section 3.11, 
Transportation  

South Coast Air 
Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD) 

Provided recommendations and guidelines for the 
technical air quality analysis of greenhouse gas 
required for the Project. Also, discussed potential 
mitigation strategies, consideration of alternatives, 
information on permitting, and data sources. 

Section 3.2, Air Quality  
Section 3.6, Greenhouse 
Gas Emissions  

Southern California 
Association of 
Governments 
(SCAG) 

Provided general comments on SCAGôs role as a 
Regional Transportation Planning Agency. Provided 
information on the Regional Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS), demographics and growth forecasts, 
and mitigation strategies.  

Section 3.11, 
Transportation 
Chapter 4, Other CEQA 
Required Discussions 

Public Comments 

Transportation 

Any removal of a lane or reduction of a sidewalk on 
Cañon Drive could impact the flow of Cañon Drive, 
such an impact should be prevented. 

Section 3.11, 
Transportation 

Analyze and consider safe pedestrian and vehicle 
routes. 

Section 3.11, 
Transportation 

Consider analyzing impacts to businesses during 
construction. 

Section 3.11, 
Transportation 

Analyze permanent impacts to traffic and 
congestion. 

Section 3.11, 
Transportation 

Analyze potential pick-up/drop-off locations and 
first/last mile connections. 

Section 3.11, 
Transportation 

Construction 
Analyze duration of construction and construction 
impacts. 

Chapter 2, Project 
Description 
Chapter 3, Environmental 
Impact Analysis 
(construction impacts) 

Alternatives 
Consider an additional alternative at the northeast 
corner of Cañon Drive and Wilshire Boulevard. 

Chapter 2, Project 
Description 
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Table ES-2 Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures, and Residual Impacts 

Potential Environmental Impacts 
Significance 

Determination 
Mitigation Measure(s) 

Residual 
Impact 

AESTHETICS & VISUAL QUALITY    

AES-1: Have a substantial adverse effect 
on a scenic vista. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

AES-2: Substantially degrade scenic 
resources, including, but not limited to, 
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic 
buildings within a state scenic highway. 

The Project and All 
Alternatives: No impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

AES-3: In nonurbanized areas, 
substantially degrade the existing visual 
character or quality of public views of the 
site and its surroundings. (Public views 
are those that are experienced from 
publicly accessible vantage point). If the 
project is in an urbanized area, if the 
project would conflict with applicable 
zoning and other regulations governing 
scenic quality. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Cañon 
Drive-Half Portal 
Alternative: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

Cañon Drive Staging Yard 
Alternative: Significant 

AES-A: For the Cañon Drive Staging Yard Alternative, Metro 
and/or the City shall implement public art, or other visual or 
architectural features on the exterior surfaces of the 
ventilation shaft required for the Cañon Drive Staging Yard 
Alternative in order to ensure this structure would be 
consistent with other station designs and the visual 
environment of this portion of the Wilshire Corridor in the 
City. 

Less than 
significant 

AES-4: Create a new source of 
substantial light or glare which would 
adversely affect day or nighttime views in 
the area. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Potentially 
significant 

AES-B: During nighttime construction activities lighting, 
including ñdown lighting,ò shall be directed toward the interior 
of the construction staging area and shall be shielded so that 
it would not spill over into adjacent light-sensitive areas. 

Less than 
significant 
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Table ES-2 Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures, and Residual Impacts 

Potential Environmental Impacts 
Significance 

Determination 
Mitigation Measure(s) 

Residual 
Impact 

AIR QUALITY    

AIR-1: Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of the applicable air 
quality plan. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

AIR-2: Result in a cumulatively 
considerable net increase of any criteria 
pollutant for which the project region is 
non-attainment under an applicable 
federal or state ambient air quality 
standard. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

AIR-3: Expose sensitive receptors to 
substantial pollutant concentrations. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Potentially 
significant 

AIR-A: Construction contractors shall be required to not 
unnecessarily idle heavy equipment.  
 
AIR-B: Construction contractors shall maintain and tune 
engines per manufacturerôs specifications to perform at 
USEPA certification where applicable, and to perform at 
verified standards applicable to retrofit technologies. 
Construction contractors shall also be subject to periodic, 
unscheduled inspections to limit unnecessary idling and to 
ensure that construction equipment is properly maintained, 
tuned, and modified consistent with established 
specifications.  
 
AIR-C: Construction contractors shall lease new, clean 
equipment meeting the most stringent of applicable federal 
or state standards (e.g., Tier 3 or greater engine standards) 
or best available emissions control technologies on all 
equipment.  
 
AIR-D: Construction equipment and staging zones shall be 
located away from sensitive receptors and fresh air intakes 

Less than 
significant 
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Table ES-2 Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures, and Residual Impacts 

Potential Environmental Impacts 
Significance 

Determination 
Mitigation Measure(s) 

Residual 
Impact 

to buildings and air conditioners. In addition, equipment will 
be placed to minimize dust and exhaust away from outdoor 
areas where feasible. Refinements to construction mitigation 
measures may be incorporated during the final Design 
phase, prior to the preparation of construction bid 
documents.  

AIR-4: Result in other emissions (such as 
those leading to odors) adversely 
affecting a substantial number of people. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Potentially 
significant 

See Mitigation Measures AIR-A, AIR-B, and AIR-D above. 
 
AIR-E: Monitoring and recording of hazardous gas levels at 
the worksites shall be conducted. In areas of gassy soil 
conditions, hazardous gas levels in the working environment 
will be continually monitored and recorded. 

Less than 
significant 

BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES    

BIO-1: Have a substantial adverse effect, 
either directly or through habitat 
modifications, on any species identified 
as a candidate, sensitive, or special 
status species in local or regional plans, 
policies, or regulations, or by the 
California Department of Fish and Game 
or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

BIO-A: Construction activities, including the clearance of 
vegetation potentially suitable for special-status bird species, 
shall occur outside of the nesting season (generally 
February 15 through September 15). If avoidance of 
construction activities within this time period is not feasible, 
the following measures shall be employed: 

1. Pre-construction nesting surveys shall be conducted 
by a qualified biologist both two weeks prior to and 
within 3 days prior to the start of construction 
activities to determine whether active nests are 
present within or directly adjacent to the construction 
zone. All nests found shall be recorded. 

2. If construction activities must occur within 300 feet of 
an active nest of any passerine bird or within 500 
feet of an active nest of any raptor, with the 
exception of an emergency, a qualified biologist 
shall monitor the nest on a weekly basis and the 

Less than 
significant 
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construction activity shall be postponed until the 
biologist determines that the nest is no longer active. 

3. If the recommended nest avoidance zone is not 
feasible, the qualified biologist shall determine 
whether an exception is possible and obtain 
concurrence from the appropriate resource agency 
before construction work can resume within the 
avoidance buffer zone. All work shall cease within 
the avoidance buffer zone until either agency 
concurrence is obtained or the biologist determines 
that the adults and young are no longer reliant on 
the nest site. 

BIO-2: Have a substantial adverse effect 
on any riparian habitat or other sensitive 
natural community identified in local or 
regional plans, policies, regulations or by 
the California Department of Fish and 
Game or US Fish and Wildlife Service. 

The Project and All 
Alternatives: No impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

BIO-3: Have a substantial adverse effect 
on federally protected wetlands as 
defined by Section 404 of the Clean 
Water Act (including, but not limited to, 
marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through 
direct removal, filling, hydrological 
interruption, or other means. 

The Project and All 
Alternatives: No impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

BIO-4: Interfere substantially with the 
movement of any native resident or 
migratory fish or wildlife species or with 
established native resident or migratory 
wildlife corridors, or impede the use of 
native wildlife nursery sites. 

The Project and All 
Alternatives: No impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

BIO-5: Conflict with any local policies or 
ordinances protecting biological 
resources, such as a tree preservation 
policy or ordinance. 

The Project and All 
Alternatives: No impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 
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BIO-6: Conflict with the provisions of an 
adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, 
Natural Community Conservation Plan, or 
other approved local, regional, or state 
habitat conservation plan. 

The Project and All 
Alternatives: No impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

CULTURAL RESOURCES    

CUL-1: Cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a historical 
resource pursuant to Section 15064.5. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project: Significant CUL-A: Wilshire Beverly Center Canopy Removal and 
Reinstatement. For the historical resource, the Wilshire 
Beverly Center, a treatment plan for the removal and 
reinstatement of the existing boxed canopy on the east 
elevation of the building facing North Beverly Drive shall be 
required prior to removal of the canopy. The treatment plan 
shall determine and guide the appropriate removal, storage, 
and reattachment processes and techniques to avoid or 
minimize damage to historic materials, in adherence with the 
Secretary of the Interiorôs Standards for the Treatment of 
Historic Properties. An architectural historian or historical 
architect who meets the Secretary of the Interiorôs 
Professional Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61) shall 
prepare or provide input for the treatment plan prior to 
removal of the canopy. The City shall approve and 
implement the treatment plan to proceed with the removal of 
the canopy. Implementation of the treatment plan shall be 
monitored and approved by an architectural historian or 
historical architect who meets the Secretary of the Interiorôs 
Professional Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61). The 
monitor shall ensure that the treatment plan is implemented 
appropriately and provide a monitoring report or 
memorandum documenting the removal and reinstatement 
of the canopy.  

CUL-B: Pre-Construction and Construction Phases. For 
the historical resources, the Wilshire Beverly Center, 

Less than 
significant 
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California Bank Building, and Beverly Hills Financial Center, 
further geotechnical investigations shall be undertaken to 
evaluate soil, groundwater, seismic, and environmental 
conditions along the alignment. This analysis shall include a 
pre-construction survey of the historical resources to 
document their pre-construction conditions and shall assist 
in the development of appropriate support mechanisms and 
measures for cut and cover piling and excavation within 
construction areas. The subsurface investigation should also 
identify areas that could cause differential settlement as a 
result of using vibratory construction equipment in close 
proximity to historical resources. An architectural historian or 
historical architect who meets the Secretary of the Interiorôs 
Professional Qualification Standards (36 CFR Part 61) shall 
provide input and review of final design documents prior to 
implementation of the mechanisms and measures. The 
review shall evaluate whether the geotechnical 
investigations and support measures for cut and cover and 
measures to prevent differential settlement meet the 
Secretary of the Interiorôs Standards for the Treatment of 
Historic Properties. The City shall approve the evaluation to 
proceed with construction. 

Cañon Drive-Half Portal 
Alternative: Significant 

See Mitigation Measure CUL-B above. Less than 
significant 

Cañon Drive Staging Yard 
Alternative: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

CUL-2: Cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of an 
archaeological resource pursuant to 
Section 15064.5. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

CUL-C: Unanticipated Discoveries. If previously 
unidentified cultural resources are encountered during 
construction or earth-disturbing activities, all activities within 
50 feet of the discovery shall be halted until a qualified 
archaeologist can examine the resources and assess their 
significance. If the resources are determined to be 

Less than 
significant 
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significant, the City shall notify the State Historic 
Preservation Officer within 48 hours of the discovery to 
determine the appropriate course of action. If human 
remains are encountered, all work must stop at that location 
and the County Coroner must be immediately notified and 
advised of the finding.  

For resources determined eligible or assumed to be eligible 
for the Local Register of Historic Properties, the City of 
Beverly Hills, with the advice of the qualified cultural 
resources specialist, shall determine a course of action to 
avoid, minimize, or mitigate adverse effects. Parties may be 
invited to consult at the discretion of the City of Beverly Hills. 

For resources determined eligible or assumed to be eligible 
for the CRHR, the City of Beverly Hills will notify Metro of 
those actions that it proposes to avoid, minimize, or mitigate 
adverse effects. Consulting parties will have 48 hours to 
provide their views on the proposed actions. The City will 
ensure that timely-filed recommendations of consulting 
parties are taken into account prior to granting approval of 
the measures that the City and its partners will implement to 
resolve adverse effects. The City will carry out the approved 
measures prior to resuming construction activities in the 
location of the discovery. 

The City of Beverly Hills will ensure that the expressed 
wishes of Native American individuals, tribes, and 
organizations, and particularly tribal governments, are taken 
into consideration when decisions are made regarding the 
disposition of other Native American archaeological 
materials and records relating to California Native American 
tribes. 

Should Native American burials and related items be 
discovered during construction of the project, the City of 
Beverly Hills will consult with the affected Native American 
individuals, tribes, and organizations regarding the treatment 
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of cultural remains and artifacts. These will be treated in 
accordance with the requirements of the California Health 
and Safety Code. If the County Coroner determines that the 
human remains are or may be of Native American origin, 
then the discovery shall be treated in accordance with the 
provisions of PRC Section 5097.98(a)-(d), which provides for 
the notification of discovery of Native American human 
remains, descendants; disposition of human remains and 
associated grave goods. 

CUL-3: Disturb any human remains, 
including those interred outside of 
dedicated cemeteries. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

See Mitigation Measure CUL-C above. Less than 
significant 

ENERGY    

ENE-1: Result in potentially significant 
environmental impact due to wasteful, 
inefficient, or unnecessary consumption 
of energy resources, during project 
construction or operation. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Potentially 
significant 

See Mitigation Measures AIR-A and AIR-B above under Air 
Quality. 

Less than 
significant 

ENE-2: Conflict with or obstruct a state or 
local plan for renewable energy or energy 
efficiency. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

GEOLOGY, SOILS, AND MINERAL 
RESOURCES  

   

GEO-1: Directly or indirectly cause 
potential substantial adverse effects, 
including the risk of loss, injury, or death 
involving: 

a. Rupture of a known earthquake 
fault, as delineated on the most 
recent Alquist-Priolo Earthquake 
Fault Zoning Map, issued by the 
State Geologist for the area or 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 
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based on other substantial 
evidence of a known fault? Refer 
to Division of Mines and Geology 
Special Publication 42; 

b. Strong seismic ground shaking;  
c. Seismic-related ground failure, 

including liquefaction; and/or 
d. Landslides. 

GEO-2: Result in substantial soil erosion 
or the loss of topsoil. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

GEO-3: Be located on a geologic unit or 
soil that is unstable, or that would become 
unstable as a result of the project, and 
potentially result in on- or off-site 
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, 
liquefaction or collapse. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

GEO-A: The City shall include geotechnical exploration as 
identified in the Purple Line Extension EIS/EIR, and methods 
such as the use of slurry walls, secant pile walls, and other 
methods to reduce potential settlement, as required. 

Less than 
significant 

GEO-4: Be located on expansive soil, as 
defined in Table 18-1-B of the Uniform 
Building Code (1994), creating substantial 
direct or indirect risks to life or property. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

GEO-5: Have soils incapable of 
adequately supporting the use of septic 
tanks or alternative waste water disposal 
systems where sewers are not available 
for the disposal of wastewater. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

GEO-6: Directly or indirectly destroy a 
unique paleontological resource or site or 
unique geologic feature. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

GEO-B: The City shall retain the services of a qualified 
paleontologist to review project plans and consult with 
construction staff during pre-construction meetings and as 
needed throughout the construction process. If subsurface 

Less than 
significant 
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resources are identified by a paleontological monitor during 
construction, all construction activities in the area of 
identified paleontological resources shall be temporarily 
halted so that the qualified paleontologist may document and 
remove any resources as necessary. At the completion of 
paleontological monitoring for the project, a paleontological 
resource monitoring report shall be prepared and submitted 
to the Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County to 
document the results of the monitoring activities and 
summarize the results of any paleontological resources 
encountered. 

Metro developed a Paleontological Resources Monitoring 
and Mitigation Plan (PRMMP) for the Purple Line Extension 
Project that specifically addresses the monitoring 
procedures for the Purple Line in this area. This PRMMP 
shall be implemented for the North Portal Project, with slight 
modifications to address local laws and recognize the City of 
Beverly Hills as lead agency. The City or Metro shall 
implement the modified PRMMP during construction. 

The City shall prepare to the level of identification all 
vertebrate fossils and the significant invertebrate and plant 
fossils recovered during the monitoring process.  

The City shall prepare a report detailing the paleontological 
resources recovered, their significance, and arrangements 
made for their curation at the conclusion of the monitoring 
effort.  

The City shall provide the resources necessary to curate the 
identified and prepared fossils in a manner that meets the 
standards published by the Society of Vertebrate 
Paleontology. All significant fossils shall be curated at the 
Natural History Museum of Los Angeles County. 
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GEO-7: Result in the loss of availability of 
a known mineral resource that would be a 
value to the region and the residents of 
the state. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

GEO-8: Result in the loss of availability of 
a locally important mineral resource 
recovery site delineated on a local 
general plan, specific plan or other land 
use plan. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS    

GHG-1: Generate greenhouse gas 
emissions, either directly or indirectly, that 
may have a significant impact on the 
environment. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Potentially 
significant 

See Mitigation Measures AIR-A, AIR-B, and AIR-C above 
under Air Quality. 

Less than 
significant 

GHG-2: Conflict with an applicable plan, 
policy or regulation adopted for the 
purpose of reducing the emissions of 
greenhouse gases. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Potentially 
significant 

See Mitigation Measures AIR-A, AIR-B, and AIR-C above 
under Air Quality. 

Less than 
significant 

HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS   

HAZ-1: Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through the 
routine transport, use, or disposal of 
hazardous materials. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

HAZ-A: If contaminated groundwater or soils are 
encountered during construction of the Project or Cañon 
Drive-Half Portal Alternative, the contractor shall stop work 
in the vicinity, cordon off the area, and contact the 
appropriate hazardous waste coordinator and maintenance 
hazardous spill coordinator and immediately notify the 
Certified Unified Program Agencies (Los Angeles City Fire 
Department, Los Angeles County Fire Department, and 
LARWQCB) responsible for hazardous materials and 
wastes. Through coordination with the LARWQCB, an 

Less than 
significant 
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investigation and remediation plan shall be developed to 
protect public health and the environment. The contractor 
shall properly treat or dispose of any hazardous or toxic 
materials according to local, state, and federal regulations. 

HAZ-2: Create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment through 
reasonably foreseeable upset and 
accident conditions involving the release 
of hazardous materials into the 
environment. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

HAZ-3: Emit hazardous emissions or 
handle hazardous or acutely hazardous 
materials, substances, or waste within 
one-quarter mile of an existing or 
proposed school. 

No Project Alternative 
and the Project: No impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

Cañon Drive-Half Portal 
Alternative and Cañon 
Drive Staging Yard 
Alternative: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

HAZ-4: Be located on a site which is 
included on a list of hazardous materials 
sites compiled pursuant to Government 
Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, 
would it create a significant hazard to the 
public or the environment. 

The Project and All 
Alternatives: No impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

HAZ-5: For a project located within an 
airport land use plan or, where such a 
plan has not been adopted, within two 
miles of a public airport or public use 
airport, result in a safety hazard or 
excessive noise for people residing or 
working in the project area. 

The Project and All 
Alternatives: No impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

HAZ-6: Impair implementation of or 
physically interfere with an adopted 
emergency response plan or emergency 
evacuation plan. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Potentially 
significant 

See Mitigation Measures TRA-A, TRA-B, TRA-C, and TRA-
D below under Transportation. 

Less than 
significant 
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HAZ-7: Expose people or structures, 
either directly or indirectly, to a significant 
risk of loss, injury or death involving 
wildland fires. 

The Project and All 
Alternatives: No impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY    

HYD-1: Violate any water quality 
standards or waste discharge 
requirements or otherwise substantially 
degrade surface or groundwater quality. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Potentially 
significant 

See Mitigation Measure HAZ-A above under Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials. 

Less than 
significant 

HYD-2: Substantially decrease 
groundwater supplies or interfere 
substantially with groundwater recharge 
such that the project may impede 
sustainable groundwater management of 
the basin. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

See Mitigation Measure HAZ-A above under Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials. 

Less than 
significant 

HYD-3: Substantially alter the existing 
drainage pattern of the site or area, 
including through the alteration of the 
course of a stream or river or through the 
addition of impervious surfaces, in a 
manner which would result in a 
substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-
site; substantially increase the rate or 
amount of surface runoff in a manner 
which would result in flooding on- or off-
site; create or contribute runoff water 
which would exceed the capacity of 
existing or planned stormwater drainage 
systems or provide substantial additional 
sources of polluted runoff; or impede or 
redirect flood flows. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 
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HYD-4: Result in flood hazard, tsunami, 
or seiche zones, or risk release of 
pollutants due to project inundation. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

HYD-5: Conflict with or obstruct 
implementation of a water quality control 
plan or sustainable groundwater 
management plan. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

See Mitigation Measure HAZ-A above under Hazards and 
Hazardous Materials. 

Less than 
significant 

NOISE    

NOI-1: Generate a substantial temporary 
or permanent increase in ambient noise 
levels in the vicinity of the project in 
excess of standards established in the 
local general plan or noise ordinance, or 
applicable standards of other agencies. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

NOI-A: Noise Barriers. Temporary noise barriers shall be at 
least 12 feet in height and well-sealed around the 
construction site with overlapping sections to avoid gaps. 
Taller temporary noise barriers, up to 20 feet in height, shall 
be used in areas of predicted impacts, where possible.  
 
NOI-B: Equipment Maintenance. Construction equipment 
shall be maintained to prevent noise due to worn or 
improperly maintained parts, and shall be maintained with 
effective noise control devices (i.e., mufflers, lagging, and/or 
motor enclosures).  
 
NOI-C: Electrical Sources. When possible, on-site 
electrical sources shall be used to power equipment rather 
than diesel generators. 
 
NOI-D: Sensitive Uses. Construction staging areas shall be 
located away from sensitive uses, as feasible. 
 
NOI-E: Sound Curtains. Flexible sound control curtains 
shall be placed around all drilling apparatuses and drill rigs.  
 

Significant 
and 
unavoidable 
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NOI-F: Noise Disturbance Coordinator. A noise and 
vibration disturbance coordinator shall be established. The 
noise disturbance coordinator shall be responsible for 
responding to any local complaints about construction noise. 
The noise and vibration disturbance coordinator shall 
determine the cause of the complaint (e.g., starting too early, 
bad muffler, etc.) and shall be required to implement 
reasonable measures such that the complaint is resolved.  
 
NOI-G: Construction Notice. The construction contractor 
shall provide a construction notice to residents within 1,000 
feet of the construction site. The construction site notice 
shall include job site address, permit number, name and 
phone number of the contractor and owner or ownerôs agent, 
hours of construction allowed by the code or any 
discretionary approval for the site, and the City telephone 
number where violations can be reported. The notice will 
also include the phone number of the noise disturbance 
coordinator. 
 
NOI-H: Construction Phase Noticing. The construction 
contractor shall provide construction update notices to 
residences within 1,000 feet of the construction site upon the 
initiation of each major construction phase (site preparation, 
drilling, etc.) and shall include the anticipated equipment to 
be used and duration of the construction phase. 
 
NOI-I: Construction Noise Monitoring. As described in the 
MOA in place between the City and Metro, noise monitoring 
shall be implemented at the start of the construction phase 
and noise levels shall be limited to the following: 
 

- No more than five (5) dBA above pre-existing 
ambient noise levels at all times at the property line 
of any residential and transient occupancy buildings 
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evaluated on a fifteen (15) minute average noise 
level (Leq 15 minute);  

- No more than two (2) instances within a one (1) hour 
period between the hours of 9:00 p.m. and 11:00 
p.m. above eighty-five (85) dBA evaluated at an 
instantaneous maximum noise level (Lmax) at the 
property line of any residential and transient 
occupancy buildings; 

- No more than one (1) instance within a two (2) hour 
period between the hours of 11:00 p.m. and 9:00 
a.m. above eighty-five (85) dBA evaluated at an 
instantaneous maximum noise level (Lmax) at the 
property line of any residential and transient 
occupancy buildings; 

- No more than ten (10) instances within a one (1) 
week period between the hours of 9:00 p.m. and 
9:00 a.m. above eighty-five (85) dBA evaluated at an 
instantaneous maximum noise level (Lmax) at the 
property line of any residential and transient 
occupancy buildings; or 

- No more than two (2) instances within a one (1) 
week period between the hours of 9 p.m. and 9 a.m. 
above ninety-five (95) dBA evaluated at an 
instantaneous maximum noise level (Lmax) at the 
property line of any residential and transient 
occupancy buildings.  

NOI-2: Generate excessive ground borne 
vibration or ground borne noise levels. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 
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NOI-3: For a project located within the 
vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport 
land use plan or, where such a plan has 
not been adopted, within two miles of a 
public airport or public use airport, would 
the project expose people residing or 
working in the project area to excessive 
noise levels. 

The Project and All 
Alternatives: No impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

PUBLIC SERVICES    

PUB-1: Result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, need for new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, 
the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable service 
ratios, response times, or other 
performance objectives for Fire 
Protection. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

See Mitigation Measures TRA-A, TRA-B, TRA-C, and TRA-
D below under Transportation. 
  

Less than 
significant 

PUB-2: Result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, need for new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, 
the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable service 
ratios, response times, or other 
performance objectives for Police 
Protection. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

See Mitigation Measures TRA-A, TRA-B, TRA-C, and TRA-
D below under Transportation. 
 

Less than 
significant 
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Table ES-2 Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures, and Residual Impacts 

Potential Environmental Impacts 
Significance 

Determination 
Mitigation Measure(s) 

Residual 
Impact 

PUB-3: Result in substantial adverse 
physical impacts associated with the 
provision of new or physically altered 
governmental facilities, need for new or 
physically altered governmental facilities, 
the construction of which could cause 
significant environmental impacts, in 
order to maintain acceptable service 
ratios, response times, or other 
performance objectives for Parks. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

TRANSPORTATION    

TR-1: Would the project conflict with a 
program, plan, ordinance or policy 
addressing the circulation system, 
including transit, roadways, bicycle and 
pedestrian facilities. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

TRA-A: Traffic Control Plans. Site-specific traffic-control 
plans will be developed to minimize construction impacts to 
the degree possible for each work zone location. Traffic 
control plans will be prepared according to State guidelines 
and standards and approved by the City of Beverly Hills prior 
to implementation. Traffic control plans will encompass the 
necessary components of the street network effected by 
construction activities, such as travel lane widths, temporary 
lane closures, detour routes, traffic control devices, signing 
and striping, temporary access for pedestrians and 
bicyclists, and temporary business access. During peak 
travel periods, two travel lanes will be maintained in each 
direction on Wilshire Boulevard. The traffic control plans will 
identify pedestrian routes and access to adjacent business 
during construction. Temporary pedestrian facilities will 
comply with the requirements of ADA and will be properly 
signed and lighted.  

TRA-B: Designated Haul Routes. Haul routes will utilize 
arterial streets to minimize impacts to circulation and 
residential neighborhoods. A truck haul route plan will be 
approved by the City prior to implementation. The plan shall 

Less than 
significant 
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Table ES-2 Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures, and Residual Impacts 

Potential Environmental Impacts 
Significance 

Determination 
Mitigation Measure(s) 

Residual 
Impact 

include the haul routes to access the construction site, the 
allowable headways to avoid platoons of trucks along haul 
routes, and a schedule of hauling activities expected for 
each stage of construction. 

TRA-C: Transportation Management Plan (TMP). A TMP 
will be prepared and submitted to the City for review and 
approval prior to implementation. The TMP will include 
public information regarding construction activities, traveler 
information, incident management, demand management 
strategies, and expected construction activities. In addition, 
the TMP would include parking management to minimize the 
effects of temporary parking removal during construction and 
identify adequate off-street parking locations for construction 
workers. Development of the parking management 
strategies will be coordinated with the adjacent property 
owners.  

TR-2: Would the project conflict with 
CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, 
subdivision (b) related to transportation 
impacts. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

TR-3: Would implementation of the 
project substantially increase hazards due 
to geometric design features (such as 
sharp curves or dangerous intersections) 
or incompatible uses. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

See Mitigation Measure TRA-A above.  Less than 
significant 

TR-4: Would implementation of the 
project result in inadequate emergency 
access. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

TRA-D: Emergency Vehicle Access. Emergency vehicle 
access will be maintained at all times to the construction 
work site, adjacent businesses, and adjacent residential 
areas. Emergency vehicle access will also be maintained at 
all times to and from fire stations, hospitals, and medical 
facilities near the construction site and along the haul routes. 
Construction activities, road closures, and lane closures will 

Less than 
significant 
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Table ES-2 Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures, and Residual Impacts 

Potential Environmental Impacts 
Significance 

Determination 
Mitigation Measure(s) 

Residual 
Impact 

be coordinated with local law enforcement and fire 
department officials prior to implementation. 

TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES    

TCR-1: Cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a tribal 
cultural resource that is listed or eligible 
for listing in the California Register of 
Historical Resources, or in a local register 
of historical resources as defined in 
Public Resources Code Section 
5020.1(k). 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

TCR-2: Cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a tribal 
cultural resource that is determined to be 
significant pursuant to criteria set forth in 
subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code 
Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set 
forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resource 
Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency 
shall consider the significance of the 
resource to a California Native American 
tribe. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Significant 

TCR-A: Retain a Native American Monitor. A Native 
American monitor who is ancestrally affiliated with the 
project area shall be retained by the lead agency or owner of 
the project to be on site to monitor all project-related, 
ground-disturbing construction activities (i.e., boring, 
grading, excavation, potholing, trenching, etc.). A monitor 
associated with one of the Tribal governments which have 
commented on the project shall provide the Native American 
monitor. The Native American monitor shall be required to 
maintain documentation of activities monitored and daily 
finds that shall be kept confidential by the Principal 
Archaeologists but which may be shared on request with 
Native American tribal governments recognized by the 
Native American Heritage Commission of the State of 
California. 
 
TCR-B: Unanticipated Discovery of Tribal Cultural 
Resources. In the event the Native American or 
archaeological monitor identifies a potential tribal 
cultural resource, the monitor shall be given the authority to 
temporarily halt construction within 50 feet of the discovery 
and to contact the qualified or Principal Archaeologist. 

Less than 
significant 
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Table ES-2 Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures, and Residual Impacts 

Potential Environmental Impacts 
Significance 

Determination 
Mitigation Measure(s) 

Residual 
Impact 

Construction activities can continue in areas more than 50 
feet (15 meters) away from the find. The qualified or 
Principal Archaeologist shall investigate the find and 
recommend whether it is eligible for inclusion in the CRHR. 
Additional work such as archaeological testing may be 
required to make this recommendation. Tribal governments 
that have commented on the project will be apprised of the 
findings. The lead agency, in consultation with interested 
tribes and with the input of the qualified archaeologist, shall 
determine whether the resource is a tribal cultural resource 
under CEQA and significant. If the discovery is determined 
to be a significant tribal cultural resource, the lead agency 
shall consult with interested tribal governments in order to 
determine an avoidance or treatment strategy.  

UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS    

UTIL-1: Require or result in the relocation 
or construction of new or expanded water, 
wastewater treatment or storm water 
drainage, electric power, natural gas, or 
telecommunications facilities, the 
construction or relocation of which could 
cause significant environmental effects. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

UTIL-2: Not have sufficient water supplies 
available to serve the project and 
reasonably foreseeable future 
development during normal, dry and 
multiple dry years. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

UTIL-3: Result in a determination by the 
waste water treatment provider, which 
serves or may serve the project that it has 
adequate capacity to serve the projectôs 
projected demand in addition to the 
providerôs existing commitments. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 
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Table ES-2 Summary of Environmental Impacts, Mitigation Measures, and Residual Impacts 

Potential Environmental Impacts 
Significance 

Determination 
Mitigation Measure(s) 

Residual 
Impact 

UTIL-4: Generate solid waste in excess 
of state or local standards, or in excess of 
the capacity of local infrastructure, or 
otherwise impair the attainment of solid 
waste reduction goals. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 

UTIL-5: Not comply with federal, state, 
and local management and reduction 
statutes and regulations related to solid 
waste. 

No Project Alternative: No 
impact 

No mitigation measures required. No impact 

The Project and Project 
Alternatives: Less than 
significant 

No mitigation measures required. Less than 
significant 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

This document is an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for a proposed Wilshire/Rodeo Station 
North Portal entrance. The proposed North Portal for the Westside Purple Line Subway 
Extensionôs Wilshire/Rodeo Station would provide direct access to dense commercial activity 
centers located north of Wilshire Boulevard. For EIR analysis purposes, the Project consists of a 
half portal entrance/exit to the Wilshire/Rodeo Station on the west side of Beverly Drive, north of 
Wilshire Boulevard. Two Project Alternatives are being considered for the North Portal: (1) a half 
portal on the west side of Cañon Drive north of Wilshire Boulevard; and (2) a half portal in 
Metroôs existing construction staging yard along Wilshire Boulevard at the northwest corner of 
Wilshire Boulevard and the alley (adjacent to Crescent Drive) between Cañon Drive and 
Crescent Drive. The Project (Beverly Drive) and Project Alternatives are shown on Figure 1-1 
(Westside Purple Line Wilshire/Rodeo Station North Portal Project and Alternatives). 

This chapter discusses (1) the basis for preparing an EIR; (2) the scope and content of the EIR; 
and (3) the environmental review process required under the California Environmental Quality 
Act (CEQA); and (4) the EIR background. The Project and Project Alternatives are described in 
detail in Chapter 2 (Project Description).  

 

Figure 1-1 Westside Purple Line Wilshire/Rodeo Station  
North Portal Project and Alternatives 
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1.1 Purpose and Legal Authority 

The Project requires the discretionary approval by the City of Beverly Hills City Council. 
Therefore, the Project is subject to the environmental review requirements of CEQA. In 
accordance with Section 15121 of the CEQA Guidelines (California Code of Regulations [CCR], 
Title 14), the purpose of this EIR is to serve as an informational document that: 

ñ...will inform public agency decision makers and the public generally 
of the significant environmental effects of a project, identify possible 
ways to minimize the significant effects, and describe reasonable 
alternatives to the project.ò 

This EIR has been prepared as a Project EIR pursuant to Section 15161 of the CEQA 
Guidelines. A Project EIR is appropriate for a specific development project. As stated in the 
CEQA Guidelines: 

ñThis type of EIR should focus primarily on the changes in the 
environment that would result from the development project. The EIR 
shall examine all phases of the project, including planning, 
construction, and operation.ò 

This EIR serves as an informational document for the public and City decision makers. The EIR 
review process will include public meetings before the City Council to consider approval of the 
Project or a Project Alternative, and certification of the Final EIR would be considered by the 
City Council.  

1.2 Scope and Content 

The following environmental issue areas are analyzed in this EIR in the appropriate level of 
detail. The environmental issue areas identified with an asterisk were determined to have less 
than significant impacts, and are therefore included in Chapter 4 (Other CEQA Considerations) 
with a brief analysis. The remaining environmental issue areas below are fully analyzed in 
Chapter 3 (Environmental Impacts Analysis): 

¶ Agricultural / Forestry Resources* 

¶ Aesthetics & Visual Quality 

¶ Air Quality 

¶ Biological Resources 

¶ Cultural Resources 

¶ Energy 

¶ Geology / Soils 

¶ Greenhouse Gas Emissions  

¶ Hazards / Hazardous Materials 

¶ Hydrology / Water Quality 

¶ Land Use / Planning* 

¶ Mineral Resources 

¶ Noise 

¶ Population / Housing* 

¶ Public Services 

¶ Recreation* 

¶ Transportation 

¶ Tribal Cultural Resources 

¶ Utilities / Service Systems 

¶ Wildfire* 

In preparing the EIR, use was made of pertinent City policies and guidelines, certified EIRs and 
adopted CEQA documents, and other background documents. A full reference list is contained 
in Chapter 7 (References).  

The Project Alternatives section of the EIR (Section 2.5) was prepared in accordance with 
Section 15126.6 of the CEQA Guidelines and focuses on alternatives that are capable of 
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eliminating or reducing significant adverse effects associated with the Project while feasibly 
attaining most of the basic project objectives. In addition, Chapter 5 (Comparison of 
Alternatives) identifies the "environmentally superior" alternative among the alternatives 
assessed. The alternatives evaluated include the CEQA-required "No Project" alternative, the 
Project, and two Project Alternatives.  

The level of detail contained throughout this EIR is consistent with the requirements of CEQA 
and applicable court decisions. Section 15151 of the CEQA Guidelines provides the standard of 
adequacy on which this document is based. The Guidelines state:  

ñAn EIR should be prepared with a sufficient degree of analysis to 
provide decision-makers with information which enables them to 
make a decision which intelligently takes account of environmental 
consequences. An evaluation of the environmental effects of the 
proposed project need not be exhaustive, but the sufficiency of an 
EIR is to be reviewed in light of what is reasonably feasible. 
Disagreement among experts does not make an EIR inadequate, 
but the EIR should summarize the main points of disagreement 
among the experts. The courts have looked not for perfection, but 
for adequacy, completeness, and a good faith effort at full 
disclosure.ò 

1.2.1  CEQA Updates 

In 2018, changes to the CEQA Guidelines were implemented to include the participation of and 
evaluate potential environmental impacts on tribal cultural resources, in addition to updates to 
the standard metrics used for evaluating transportation impacts and providing CEQA 
exemptions for projects sites located in transit-oriented development (TOD) or infill areas.  

The evaluation of project alternatives is consistent with CEQA Guidelines provided in Assembly 
Bill (AB) 52, which state:  

ñA project with an effect that may cause a substantial adverse 
change in the significance of a tribal culture resource, as defined, is 
a project that may have a significant effect on the environment.ò 

Furthermore, Senate Bill (SB) 743 (Section 15064.3 required the Office of Planning and 
Research (OPR) to amend the CEQA Guidelines to provide an alternative to level of service 
(LOS) for evaluating transportation impacts. Particularly within areas served by transit, those 
alternative criteria must:  

ñPromote the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions, the 
development of multimodal transportation networks, and a diversity 
of land uses.ò (Public Resources Code Section 21099(b)(1).) 
Measurements of transportation impacts may include ñvehicle miles 
traveled, vehicle miles traveled per capita, automobile trip 
generation rates, or automobile trips generated.ò 
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1.3 Lead, Responsible, and Trustee Agencies 

The CEQA Guidelines define lead, responsible, and trustee agencies. The City of Beverly Hills 
is the lead agency for the Project as it holds principal responsibility for approving the Project of 
Project Alternatives. 

A responsible agency refers to a public agency other than the lead agency that has 
discretionary approval over the project. The Los Angeles Metropolitan Transportation Authority 
(Metro), which maintains and operates public transportation in the region is the only responsible 
agency for this project at this time. Metro will incorporate the Project or Project Alternatives into 
its system and will be responsible for the operation and maintenance of the portal upon its 
completion. The EIR will also be submitted to Metro for review and comment. 

A trustee agency refers to a state agency having jurisdiction by law over natural resources 
affected by a project. There are no trustee agencies identified for the Project. 

1.4 Environmental Review Process 

The environmental impact review process, as required under CEQA, is summarized below. The 
steps are presented in sequential order. 

1. Notice of Preparation (NOP). After deciding that an EIR is required, the lead agency 
(City of Beverly Hills) must file an NOP soliciting input on the EIR scope to the State 
Clearinghouse, other concerned agencies, and parties previously requesting notice in 
writing (CEQA Guidelines Section 15082; PRC Section 21092.2). The NOP must be 
posted in the County Clerkôs office for 30 days. The NOP may be accompanied by an 
Initial Study that identifies the issue areas for which the project could create significant 
environmental impacts. An Initial Study was not prepared for this project, as all 
environmental issue areas are being analyzed in the EIR. 

 
2. Draft EIR Prepared. The Draft EIR must contain a) table of contents or index; 

b) summary; c) project description; d) environmental setting; e) discussion of 
significant impacts (direct, indirect, cumulative, growth-inducing and unavoidable 
impacts); f) a discussion of alternatives; g) mitigation measures; and h) discussion of 
irreversible changes. 

 
3. Notice of Completion (NOC). The lead agency must file an NOC with the State 

Clearinghouse when it completes a Draft EIR and prepare a Public Notice of 
Availability of a Draft EIR. The lead agency must place the NOC in the County Clerkôs 
office for 30 days (PRC Section 21092) and send a copy of the NOC to anyone 
requesting it (CEQA Guidelines Section 15087). Additionally, public notice of Draft EIR 
availability must be given through at least one of the following procedures: 
a) publication in a newspaper of general circulation; b) posting on and off the project 
site; and c) direct mailing to owners and occupants of contiguous properties. The lead 
agency must solicit input from other agencies and the public and respond in writing to 
all comments received (PRC Sections 21104 and 21253). The minimum public review 
period for a Draft EIR is 30 days. When a Draft EIR is sent to the State Clearinghouse 
for review, the public review period must be 45 days unless the State Clearinghouse 
approves a shorter period (PRC 21091). 

 



Westside Purple Line Rodeo Station North Portal EIR 

 

Page 1-5  |  1 Introduction August 2020 

4. Final EIR. A Final EIR must include a) the Draft EIR; b) copies of comments received 
during public review; c) list of persons and entities commenting on the Draft EIR; 
d) responses to comments; and e) revisions and clarifications to the Final EIR made in 
response to comments and information received on the Draft EIR. 

 
5. Certification of Final EIR. Prior to making a decision on a proposed project, the lead 

agency must certify that a) the Final EIR was completed in compliance with CEQA; 
b) the Final EIR was presented to the decision-making body of the lead agency; and 
c) the decision-making body reviewed and considered the information in the Final EIR 
prior to approving a project (CEQA Guidelines Section 15090).  

 
6. Lead Agency Project Decision. The lead agency may a) disapprove the project 

because of its significant environmental effects; b) require changes to the project to 
reduce or avoid significant environmental effects; or c) approve the project despite its 
significant environmental effects, if the proper findings and statement of overriding 
considerations are adopted (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15042 and 15043). 

 
7. Findings/Statement of Overriding Considerations. For each significant impact of 

the project identified in the EIR, the lead agency must find, based on substantial 
evidence, that a) the project has been changed to avoid or substantially reduce the 
magnitude of the impact; b) changes to the project are within another agency's 
jurisdiction and such changes have or should be adopted; or c) specific economic, 
social, or other considerations make the mitigation measures or project alternatives 
infeasible (CEQA Guidelines Sections 15091, 15092, and 15093). If an agency 
approves a project with unavoidable significant environmental effects, it must prepare 
a written Statement of Overriding Considerations that sets forth the specific social, 
economic, or other reasons supporting the agencyôs decision. 

 
8. Mitigation Monitoring Reporting Program. When the lead agency makes findings on 

significant effects identified in the EIR, it must adopt a reporting or monitoring program 
for mitigation measures that were adopted or made conditions of project approval to 
mitigate significant effects (CEQA Guidelines Section 15097).  

 
9. Notice of Determination (NOD). The lead agency must file an NOD after deciding to 

approve a project for which an EIR is prepared (CEQA Guidelines Section 15094). A 
local agency must file the NOD with the County Clerk. The NOD must be posted for 
30 days and sent to anyone previously requesting notice. Posting of the NOD starts a 
30-day statute of limitations on CEQA legal challenges (PRC Section 21167[c]).  

1.5 Environmental Impact Report Background 

The City distributed an NOP for the EIR for a 32-day agency and public review period starting 
on September 5, 2019 and ending on October 7, 2019. In addition, the City held an EIR Scoping 
Meeting on September 19, 2019, at Beverly Hills City Hall at 455 North Rexford Drive. The 
meeting, held from 6:00 pm to 8:00 pm, provided information about the Project and Project 
Alternatives to members of public agencies, interested stakeholders, and residents/community 
members, and obtained comments on potential environmental issues that should be addressed 
in the EIR. Approximately 45 people attended the meeting, including Beverly Hills residents, 
local business owners, City officials, and project representatives among the attendees. The City 
received letters from four public agencies in response to the NOP during the public review 
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period, as well as various written public comment letters and verbal comments during the EIR 
Scoping Meeting. The NOP is presented in Appendix A of this EIR. In addition, the Project 
Scoping Report presented in Appendix A of this EIR provides the agency and public comments 
received during the public review period related to design and environmental topics. Table 1-1 
summarizes the environmental-related comments received and where these issues are 
addressed in the EIR. 

Table 1-1 NOP Comments and EIR Response 

Commenter Environmental Comment/Request 
Where Comment Was 

Addressed 

Agency Comments 

State of California, 
Native American 
Heritage Commission 

Stated that the Project would be subject to 
compliance with Assembly Bill 52 and Senate Bill 
18, and recommended consultation with California 
Native American tribes. In addition, 
recommendations were provided for the preparation 
of cultural resources assessments. 

Section 3.3, Cultural/ 
Tribal Resources 

State of California, 
Department of 
Transportation 
(Caltrans) 

Stated that the Project would not likely result in a 
direct adverse impact to existing State 
transportation facilities. Discussed possible design 
strategies for pedestrian and bicyclist safety. Also, 
stated that a Caltrans transportation permit would 
be required for the transportation of heavy 
construction equipment and/or use of oversized-
transport vehicles. 

Section 3.11, 
Transportation  

South Coast Air 
Quality Management 
District (SCAQMD) 

Provided recommendations and guidelines for the 
technical air quality analysis of greenhouse gas 
required for the Project. Also, discussed potential 
mitigation strategies, consideration of alternatives, 
information on permitting, and data sources. 

Section 3.2, Air Quality  

Section 3.6, Greenhouse 
Gas Emissions  

Southern California 
Association of 
Governments 
(SCAG) 

Provided general comments on SCAGôs role as a 
Regional Transportation Planning Agency. Provided 
information on the Regional Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
(RTP/SCS), demographics and growth forecasts, 
and mitigation strategies.  

Section 3.11, 
Transportation 

Chapter 4, Other CEQA 
Required Discussions 

Public Comments 

Transportation 

Any removal of a lane or reduction of a sidewalk on 
Cañon Drive could impact the flow of Cañon Drive, 
such an impact should be prevented. 

Section 3.11, 
Transportation 

Analyze and consider safe pedestrian and vehicle 
routes. 

Section 3.11, 
Transportation 

Consider analyzing impacts to businesses during 
construction. 

Section 3.11, 
Transportation 

Analyze permanent impacts to traffic and 
congestion. 

Section 3.11, 
Transportation 

Analyze potential pick-up/drop-off locations and 
first/last mile connections. 

Section 3.11, 

Transportation 
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Table 1-1 NOP Comments and EIR Response 

Commenter Environmental Comment/Request 
Where Comment Was 

Addressed 

Construction 
Analyze duration of construction and construction 
impacts. 

Chapter 2, Project 
Description 

Chapter 3, Environmental 
Impact Analysis 
(construction impacts) 

Alternatives 
Consider an additional alternative at the northeast 
corner of Cañon Drive and Wilshire Boulevard. 

Chapter 2, Project 
Description 
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2. PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

This chapter provides a description of the proposed North Portal for the Westside Purple Line 
Subway Extensionôs Wilshire/Rodeo Station evaluated in Chapter 3 of this EIR. The project 
background, purpose and need, objectives, location, and environmental setting are described, 
followed by a description of the Project and Project Alternatives characteristics, construction 
scenario, and summary of permits and approvals that would be required with the 
implementation of the project. The EIR analyzes the Project, Cañon Drive-Half Portal 
Alternative, and the Cañon Drive Staging Yard Alternative, collectively referred to as the Project 
and Project Alternatives, at a similar level of detail. As such, the Project and each alternative is 
described in detail in the project description. Additional descriptions of the environmental setting 
as it relates to each of the environmental issue areas analyzed in this EIR are included in the 
environmental setting discussion contained within Chapter 3 of this EIR. This information is 
provided pursuant to CEQA Guidelines Section 15124 and is intended to serve as a general 
description of the projectôs technical, economic, and environmental characteristics, considering 
the engineering proposals and public service facilities.  

2.1 Background Overview 

2.1.1  Purple Line Extension Project Background  

The Purple Line Extension will extend the existing Purple Line subway (also known as Metro D 
Line) from its current terminus at Wilshire/Western to a proposed new station in Westwood. The 
Purple Line Extension Project has also formally been referred to as the Westside Subway 
Extension Project in previous documents.  

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) and Metro prepared the Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) for the Westside Subway Extension Project 
in 2010 pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and CEQA (FTA & Metro, 
2010). The Draft EIS/EIR evaluated a No Build Alternative, a Transportation System 
Management Alternative, and five heavy rail subway alternatives. In October 2010, after 
deliberation of the benefits and impacts of all the alternatives analyzed and public comments 
received during the public comment period, the Metro Board of Directors identified Alternative 2 
(Westwood/Veterans Affairs [VA] Hospital Extension) as the Locally Preferred Alternative (LPA). 

During the Draft EIS/EIR phase, Metro engaged with the community and relevant stakeholders 
via a series of Station Information Meetings held between October and November 2009, to 
solicit input from the public regarding potential station entrance locations at the Wilshire/Rodeo 
Station. In February 2012, a Station Entrance Location Report and Recommendations was 
prepared by Metro to support the Westside Subway Extension Project Final EIS/EIR, to identify 
preferred station locations and entrance alternatives for the subway project, as well as to 
provide a rationale for screening options down to a single entrance for inclusion within the Final 
EIS/EIR (Metro, 2012). 

The report provided a review of the five station entrance alternatives considered for the 
Wilshire/Rodeo Station in the Draft EIS/EIR. Station entrance screening was undertaken using a 
two-step process that considered the constructability, undue costs, and fatal flaws of each 
alternative against public input, planning, environmental, and engineering constraints, as well as 
the ability for each alternative to support the Westside Subway Extension Project objectives, 
such as providing linkages to existing transportation options, employment hubs, activity centers, 
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and neighborhoods. Upon evaluation of these inputs, a single entrance for the Wilshire/Rodeo 
Station was recommended for inclusion in the Final EIS/EIR (Metro, 2012). 

The three station entrance alternatives considered in the Station Entrance Location Report and 
Recommendations document included: The Union Bank Building site at Wilshire Boulevard and 
El Camino Drive; the Ace Gallery site at the southwest corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Reeves 
Drive; and the Bank of America site at the northwest corner of Wilshire Boulevard and Beverly 
Drive (Metro, 2012).  

The Ace Gallery site was selected by Metro as the preferred primary station entrance for the 
Wilshire/Rodeo Station. This site had been previously identified for demolition, with the land to 
be used as a construction and staging site for the Purple Line Extension Project. Following 
construction of the subway, the repurposing of this residual land for a station entrance portal 
was found to reduce the need for any additional property acquisitions or demolition of existing 
occupied buildings at this site. Metro also determined that this location would result in fewer 
impacts to any potentially historic buildings, businesses, parking, and traffic, and would be 
consistent with the public preferred option (Metro, 2012).  

Following the selection of a preferred station entrance location, Metro also recommended that 
future consideration to provide secondary station access on the north side of Wilshire Boulevard 
should be undertaken. This would provide passenger connectivity to Rodeo Drive and the 
Business Triangle, as well as address additional public suggestions. It was concluded that 
knock-out panels would be provided near the southwest and northwest corners of the Wilshire 
Boulevard and Beverly Drive intersection to support this recommendation (Metro, 2012). 

Section 1 of the Purple Line Extension Project is currently under construction and is expected to 
begin operations in 2023. Section 1 includes three new stations (Wilshire/La Brea, 
Wilshire/Fairfax, and Wilshire/La Cienega). The Metro Board of Directors approved Sections 2 
and 3 of the Purple Line Extension Project in May 2012. Section 2 of the Purple Line Extension 
project is also currently under construction and is expected to begin operations in 2025. Section 
2 includes two new stations at Wilshire/Rodeo and Century City/Constellation. Section 3 of the 
Purple Line Extension Project is currently in pre-construction and is anticipated to open for 
operations in 2026. Section 3 includes two new stations (Wilshire/Westwood and Wilshire/VA 
Hospital).  

In November 2017, the FTA issued a Supplemental EIS and Section 4(f) Evaluation pursuant to 
NEPA for Section 2 of the Purple Line Extension project, including a Supplemental Record of 
Decision (FTA & Metro, 2017). The Supplemental EIS stated that the Wilshire/Rodeo Station will 
be designed with a knockout panel, allowing for the development of a future station entrance on 
the north side of Wilshire Boulevard.  

2.1.2  Wilshire/Rodeo Station North Portal Project Background  

In 2018 in response to stakeholder requests, the City approached Metro to provide a North 
Portal entrance/exit for the Wilshire/Rodeo Station on the north side of Wilshire Boulevard. 
Through the provision of the North Portal, the City seeks to provide enhanced passenger 
access to the Beverly Hills Business Triangle and minimize pedestrian crossings on Wilshire 
Boulevard, which is a prime local and regional destination and a key hub for tourism, shopping, 
and dining experiences bounded by North Santa Monica Boulevard to the north, Wilshire 
Boulevard to the south, and Crescent Drive to the east. The north of Wilshire Boulevard in the 
station area is also a major employment center and the City is seeking to support commuting 
workers in this area through the provision of a more convenient station entrance/exit that will 
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minimize the need for pedestrians to cross Wilshire Boulevard to improve pedestrian access, 
reduce the risks of automobile/pedestrian conflicts, and avoid traffic congestion.  

Three potential station entrance/exit locations have been identified on the north side of Wilshire 
Boulevard. For EIR analysis purposes, the ñProjectò (Beverly Drive) consists of a half portal 
entrance/exit on the west side of Beverly Drive, north of Wilshire Boulevard. Two alternative 
locations for a half portal are being analyzed as Project Alternatives, one located on the west 
side of Cañon Drive north of Wilshire Boulevard, and the second located on the construction 
staging yard established for the Section 2 project located along Wilshire Boulevard at the 
northwest corner of Wilshire Boulevard and the alley (adjacent to Crescent Drive) between 
Cañon Drive and Crescent Drive.  

2.2 Purpose and Need 

The purpose of the project is to provide an entrance/exit to the Wilshire/Rodeo Station on the 
north side of Wilshire Boulevard thereby delivering improved and direct public access to the 
Beverly Hills Business Triangle, a prime local and regional destination and a key hub for 
tourism, shopping, and dining experiences. The North Portal is expected to improve pedestrian 
safety and vehicle access by minimizing pedestrian crossings from the southern to northern 
sides of Wilshire Boulevard. In addition, the northern side of the Wilshire/Rodeo Station is a 
major employment center. The City seeks to support commuting workers in this area with a 
more convenient station entrance/exit. Therefore, the need for the project is: 

¶ To provide a second entrance/exit to the Wilshire/Rodeo Station on the north side of 
Wilshire Boulevard to serve the Business Triangle. 

¶ To improve pedestrian safety by providing more than one entrance/exit to reduce 
pedestrian vehicle conflicts. 

2.3 Project Objectives 

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines Section 15124, the primary objectives of the project are 
to: 

¶ Provide direct access from the north side of Wilshire Boulevard to the Wilshire/Rodeo 
Purple Line Station. 

¶ Provide direct pedestrian access to jobs, retail, and amenities in the Cityôs business 
triangle 

¶ Improve pedestrian flow and avoid significant degradation of vehicular flow in the vicinity 
of the Wilshire/Rodeo Purple Line Stations 

¶ Minimize pedestrian street crossings on Wilshire Boulevard  

2.4 Project Setting and Location 

As shown on Figure 2-1 the Project and Project Alternatives are located within the City of 
Beverly Hills, north of and adjacent to the existing footprint of the Wilshire/Rodeo Station, which 
is part of Section 2 of the Purple Line Extension project (Error! Reference source not found.). T
he Wilshire/Rodeo Station, which is currently under construction, will be located immediately  
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 Figure 2-1  Regional Location Map 
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Figure 2-2  Westside Subway Purple Line Extension Project and the North Portal Project 























































































































































































































































































































http://www.conservation.ca.gov/cgs/codes/prc/Pages/chap-7-5.aspx




































https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/ghg-2020-limit
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/ghg-inventory-graphs
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